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The Atlantic salmon (Salmo 
salar) antimicrobial peptide 
cathelicidin-2 is a molecular host-
associated cue for the salmon louse 
(Lepeophtheirus salmonis)
Gustavo Núñez-Acuña1, Cristian Gallardo-Escárate1, David M. Fields2, Steven Shema3, 
Anne Berit Skiftesvik3, Ignacio Ormazábal  4 & Howard I. Browman  3
Chemical signals are a key element of host-parasite interactions. In marine ecosystems, obligate 
ectoparasites, such as sea lice, use chemical cues and other sensory signals to increase the probability 
of encountering a host and to identify appropriate hosts on which they depend to complete their life 
cycle. The chemical compounds that underlie host identification by the sea lice are not fully described or 
characterized. Here, we report a novel compound - the Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) antimicrobial peptide 
cathelicidin-2 (Cath-2) – that acts as an activation cue for the marine parasitic copepod Lepeophtheirus 
salmonis. L. salmonis were exposed to 0, 7, 70 and 700 ppb of Cath-2 and neural activity, swimming 
behaviour and gene expression profiles of animals in response to the peptide were evaluated. The 
neurophysiological, behavioural and transcriptomic results were consistent: L. salmonis detects Cath-2 
as a water-soluble peptide released from the skin of salmon, triggering chemosensory neural activity 
associated with altered swimming behaviour of copepodids exposed to the peptide, and chemosensory-
related genes were up-regulated in copepodids exposed to the peptide. L. salmonis are activated by Cath-
2, indicating a tight link between this peptide and the salmon louse chemosensory system.
Lepeophtheirus salmonis (hereafter referred to as salmon lice) is an ectoparasitic copepod that infests both wild 
and farmed salmonid fishes (mainly of the generi Salmo, Salvelinus and Oncorhynchus)1,2. These parasites reside 
on the fish and feed on their mucus, tissue and blood, reducing feed conversion efficiency and causing sores and 
immunosuppression3. Salmon lice are a major disease problem in farming of Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar), cost-
ing the industry millions of USD annually in direct losses to keep parasite loads below prescribed levels3–5. They 
also play a role in the decline of some wild salmonid populations3,6–11.
For ectoparasites with free-living life stages, such as L. salmonis, host-finding is a process that is critical to 
complete the life cycle12. Thus, there has been strong adaptive-evolutionary pressure for this species to develop 
reliable and sophisticated links to their hosts13. Salmon lice use a combination of mechanical, visual and chemical 
sensory cues to identify and locate potential hosts14. However, it has been suggested that chemical signals confer 
the highest specificity for host recognition15. The detection of chemical cues released by the host organism (kairo-
mones) provides an adaptive advantage to the parasite. To detect and respond to host-related compounds, sea lice 
have evolved sensory systems15,16, including chemical receptors found on the antennules located in the first anten-
nae17. Antennules are responsive to chemical cues associated with salmon hosts18,19. This suggests the presence of 
chemosensory receptor proteins in these olfactory structures. While the responses of salmon lice to general suites 
of chemical signals have been investigated18, including kairomones20, none of these compounds have been linked 
to the salmon lice chemosensory system at the molecular, neurological and behavioural levels in the same study.
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The first description of chemosensory receptor proteins in sea lice species was the identification of ionotropic 
receptor (IRs) genes in Caligus rogercresseyi, which were responsive to the presence of kairomone-blocking com-
pounds21,22. These receptors were also linked to some neurotransmission gene pathways, and had expression 
patterns related to the presence of antiparasitic xenobiotic drugs23. A recent study described a group of new IRs 
genes in the salmon louse, Lepeophtheirus salmonis, that are related to olfactory transduction, as demonstrated 
by in situ hybridization and RNA-interference techniques24. These IRs are the only receptor proteins with known 
function related to olfaction that have been identified in any marine invertebrate species25,26. The role of these 
receptors in olfaction was predicted from their structural similarity to IRs found in insects which have known 
olfactory function27. Despite the diversity of genes associated with the chemosensory system in the sea lice, the 
suite of chemical cues that influence host encounter rates are incompletely described.
Salmon odour containing unidentified chemical cues triggers altered swimming behaviour (related to 
host-seeking) in Lepeophtheirus. salmonis17,28, and in Caligus rogercresseyi, another species of sea lice that was 
attracted by the presence of salmon host odour29. L. salmonis also exhibit chemoreceptive activity in the presence 
of salmon extracts from the mucous in the skin tissue, which contains its odour18. However, the specific chemical 
cues that sea lice detect were not identified in these studies. The first attempt to identify host-derived attractant 
molecules was from salmon-conditioned seawater20. More recently, responses of host salmon to sea lice infec-
tion were investigated; annotation of cDNA libraries from specific sites of salmon infection by sea lice showed 
up-regulation of various peptides and proteins30. Peptides related to the antimicrobial peptide (AMP) class of 
cathelicidins appear to be involved in the sea lice host-recognition system23. These AMPs have been tested by 
in vitro assays, producing significant effects on frontal filament formation (which favour sea lice infection) and 
activation of chemosensory-related genes. However, it has not yet been established that exposure to cathelicidins 
dissolved in water modulates the neurophysiological responses or swimming behaviour of sea lice.
The objective of this study was to determine whether AMPs related to the cathelicidin family could act as 
chemical cues that trigger genetic, neurological and behavioural mechanisms that could increase L. salmonis’s 
host encounter rate. To achieve this, we (1) applied neurophysiological techniques to evaluate if the parasites can 
detect AMPs in seawater, (2) observed swimming behaviour to determine if a putative host-seeking response 
was triggered by exposure to salmon AMPs and (3) undertook transcriptomic evaluation of L. salmonis genes to 
evaluate whether there was a chemosensory-related response to the AMP.
Materials and Methods
Salmon lice culture. Salmon lice, Lepeophtheirus salmonis, were obtained from Atlantic salmon reared at 
the Institute of Marine Research’s (IMR), Austevoll Research Station, Norway. Between 90–110 gravid female 
lice were collected from infected salmon. Egg strings were separated from the female using a scalpel and placed 
in a hatching container (100 cm in diameter fitted with a 100 um sieve on the bottom). The egg chambers were 
suspended in a running seawater bath (20 L min-1) at 8 °C under a 12 hr light: 12 hr dark photoperiod. Sieves 
were checked daily for the presence of hatched nauplii. Unhatched egg strings were transferred to a new sieve, 
which was suspended in the water bath. Sieves containing newly hatched nauplii were labelled with the date to 
generate cohorts of lice of the same age. Larvae were observed under a microscope to evaluate development until 
the copepodite stage was reached. Groups of copepodids of the same age were kept separately for further analy-
ses. Cultured lice were used for swimming behaviour, neurophysiological and transcriptomics analyses (Fig. S1).
Lepeophtheirus salmonis is a copepod and, since this taxa is not covered by the animal use in research regula-
tions, no ethical approval of these experiments was required.
Behavioural observations. Swimming behavior was evaluated using a three-dimensional silhouette video 
photography (SVP) system14,31. SVP image sequences were analysed by measuring three behavioural variables: % 
activity (% of animals responding to the signal), swimming speed (velocity of swimming hops in response to the light 
stimulus) and latency (the time between the start of the light stimuli and when the animals initiated a hop). About 
20 minutes of video (50 hz) was recorded for each trial (StreamPix software v5.0, Norpix Inc., Canada). Frame-by 
frame analysis (MANTRACK software (JASCO Scientific, Canada) was used to characterize the response of the lice 
to the light signal. An intermittent light was used as a triggering stimulus in all the behavioural experiments. The 
light was produced using a 1000 W Xenon arc lamp (Oriel Instruments, USA) with an ON:OFF cycle of 13:47 s. This 
ON:OFF frequency was used because it produces a strong swimming response from copepodids14. Animals were 
exposed to 20 consecutive ON:OFF cycles. Light intensity (141 microwatts/cm) was recorded at the bottom of the 
tank using an Ocean Optics Flame spectroradiometer. Data was extracted from the first 10 s after the beginning of 
the light stimulus (ON) in each of the 20 cycles. The response of the animals to the ON:OFF signal was evaluated for 
the three control group replicates to determine when the swimming activity was most stable in the consecutive 20 
cycles of stimulus. This proved to be after 16 minutes. Therefore, the response to the ON:OFF signal at 16 minutes 
was used to compare the responses among experimental groups. One-way ANOVA (P-value < 0.05) was used to test 
for between group differences in the proportion of animals responding to light and swimming velocity, while Tukey’s 
post-hoc test was used to determine where the statistically significant differences were.
Selection of candidate antimicrobial peptides. Peptides were obtained as described in a previous study 
for cathelicidin 1 and 2 (Cath-1 and Cath-2) peptides23. In this study and additional peptide (hepcidin; Hep) was 
also included because it has a similar function to cathelicidin peptides (antimicrobial peptides). Synthesis, purifi-
cation and molecular weight measurement procedures were the same for these three peptides.
Selection of a compound with putative chemoattractant effect on lice was performed by analysing the swim-
ming behaviours of animals after exposure to the peptides. Groups of 150 healthy copepodids were used in each 
treatment and in the control. Each group was transferred to a 20 × 20 × 20 cm glass aquarium containing 2 L of 
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filtered seawater at 8 °C. Animals were exposed to one of five treatments before stimulation with light: (1) three 
classes of salmon antimicrobial peptides (AMPs: Cath-1, Cath-2 and Hep), (2) whole-fish extract (WFX) and (3) 
6-methyl-5-hepten-2-one reagent (Sigma-Aldrich, USA). WFX preparation was as described in18. The 6-methyl-
5-hepten-2-one (6m-5h-2-one) compound is a ketone that was previously identified as a kairomone detected by L. 
salmonis during the host-recognition process20. Each group of animals was exposed to the treatments for 5 minutes 
prior to stimulation with the light. A sixth group of animals were placed into an aquarium without any compounds 
and for 5 minutes before the first stimulus, which was considered as control group. Different glass tanks were used 
for each experimental group to avoid cross-contamination of compounds, and there were three replicates of every 
treatment group. Swimming behaviour observations were conducted in order to determine the number of ani-
mals that responded to the light stimulus after being incubated with the various test compounds. Selection of the 
candidate compound for further evaluation was based on the peptide that triggered the strongest responses in the 
animals (number of copepodids responding and swimming velocity). That compound was Cath-2.
Neurophysiological evaluation of salmon lice exposed to cathelicidin-2. Electrophysiological 
measurements and analyses were based on a technique modified from Fields et al.18. Adult female L. salmonis 
were removed from the skin of salmon cultured at the Austevoll Research Station and maintained as described 
above. Animals were immobilized in a 4 cm diameter petri dish using insect pins (size-000) driven into Syl-Guard 
(a non-toxic silicon elastomer: Sigma, USA). During the experiment, the antennules were exposed to a constant 
1–2 ml/min flow rate of filtered seawater at 8 °C in a movement-damped Faraday cage. Chemical stimuli corre-
sponded to three concentrations of Cath-2 AMP: 7, 70 and 700 ppb, while the control group was filtered seawater. 
A 200 μm (outer diameter) capillary tube was positioned next to the tip of the antennule to expose distal chemore-
ceptors to the different concentrations of Cath-2. To record the neural activity of chemoreceptors, the antennule 
was perforated with 5 MΩ tungsten electrode (FHC, Bowdionham ME, USA) with a 1 μm recording tip. The 
voltage signal was normalized to a silver reference wire mounted in the water bath and amplified 10X using a 
DC pre-amplifier and secondarily amplified up to an additional 10000X using an FHC Xcell -3 Microelectrode 
Amplifier (FHC- Bowdoinham ME, USA). Signals were pre-filtered for 50/60 cycle noise using a HumBug 
(Questscientific Instruments) and subsequently stored digitally at 96k Hz using commercially available software 
(Datawave, Fort Collins CO, USA) The data was analyzed off-line using signal processing software (Datawave) 
and the neural responses sorted based on their waveform characteristics (e.g. peak and valley amplitude, rise 
time, offset slope) in order to identify individual neurons32. We used this analysis to determine instantaneous 
spike frequency and the number of spikes occurring in response to each stimulus presentation. All responses were 
corrected for background activity in response to filtered seawater and, where appropriate, control solutions. A 
one-way ANOVA to test for differences between Cath-2 concentrations and control group.
Silhouette video photography analyses of swimming behaviour after exposure to different 
cathelicidin-2 concentrations. Groups of 150 animals of the same age were obtained as described above. 
Four experimental groups were used to determine the response of L. salmonis to different concentrations of Cath-
2: 0 (control), 7, 70 and 700 ppb. Swimming behaviour of copepodids was assessed using the same methods as 
described above, but this time reducing the intensity of the light stimulus in order to obtain larger differences in 
responses that would be more related to the peptide that was added than to the change in light intensity (assuming 
that less light would produce less activity in copepodids, and the activity increase resulting from the chemical 
activator would thereby be relatively stronger). The light stimulus was reduced by a factor of 100x using a neutral 
density filter (ND2), resulting in an intensity of 1.4 microwatts/cm in the aquarium. Data recording, extraction 
and analyses were performed as described above. All the trials were conducted in triplicate.
After approximately 20 minutes of ON:OFF light stimulus, with the corresponding incubation in Cath-2, all 
of the experimental groups were filtered using a vacuum suction and filter paper in an Erlenmeyer flask to remove 
the seawater and all the animals were collected. Copepodids were stored in different cryogenic tubes for each 
treatment group and fixed in RNA Later solution (Ambion, USA) for transcriptomic sequencing analyses. This 
was conducted for the three replicates of each group exposed to Cath-2 at different concentrations, including the 
three control group replicates.
Tracking the movement of salmon lice after exposure to cathelicidin-2 using the random walk test. 
A variance ratio test (random walk test) was used to evaluate whether the parasite’s movements are responses to 
the stimulus or are just random33. This test is widely used to study random variations and stochastic patterns34.
The swimming paths of all of the individuals from the different experimental groups were evaluated by cal-
culating the displacement of every individual in x, y and z directions. These calculations consisted of measuring 
the total distance per unit time in one direction: q(i + 1) – q(i), where “q” corresponded to the direction x, y or z. 
The displacement of any individual was equal to √((distance-x)2 + (distance-y)2 + (distance-z)), while the total 
displacement of an individual is the sum of the displacements during each time unit.
Displacement in each direction was tested using the variance ratio test as a time series, comparing every time 
point with the subsequent point to evaluate if the path was following stochastic behaviour (equations are pro-
vided in electronic Supplementary Material 1). Comparisons of this test in the “z” direction indicated presence or 
absence of stochasticity in vertical swimming (i.e. toward the ON:OFF light stimulus).
Transcriptomic analyses of salmon lice exposed to cathelicidin-2. RNA extractions of the experi-
mental groups were performed using the Trizol reagent (Invitrogen, USA), following the manufacturer’s proto-
col. In this case all the 150 copepodids were pooled and RNA was obtained for the controls and for lice exposed 
to the different concentrations of Cath-2. The isolated RNA was used for whole transcriptome sequencing 
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previously described for sea lice35. Briefly, quality of RNAs was measured in a TapeStation 2200 system (Agilent 
Technologies, USA), concentrations in a QUBIT equip (ThermoScientific, USA). Double-strand cDNA librar-
ies were constructed using the CATS Total RNA-seq kit (Diagenode, Belgium), and were quantified using the 
NEBNext Library Quant Illumina kit Master Mix for (NewEngland BioLabs, USA). All of the libraries were 
diluted to 13.5 pM concentration and were sequenced in a MiSeq platform (Illumina, USA), using a 250 × 250 
paired-ends reads configuration and 500 sequencing cycles.
Reads obtained from high-throughput sequencing were trimmed by quality and adapters were removed, using 
the Cutadapt phyton package36, using a script detailed by the libraries preparation kit manufacturers. Trimmed 
reads were used to perform a reference-based assembly using the L. salmonis genome draft (https://licebase.org/) 
as a reference in the CLC Genomics Workbench software (version 10.0, Qiagen Bioinformatics, USA) with the 
default parameters. All the assembled mRNAs from the L. salmonis genome with coverage higher than 20 in 
their assemblies were extracted and used as reference for further expression analyses. RNA-seq analyses were 
performed to measure the expression levels of all of the contigs obtained by the assembly in the four treatment 
groups using the same software. Expression levels were estimated by calculating Counts Per Millions (CPM), 
and Kal’s test was applied to calculate fold change values for each Cath-2 concentration over the control group. 
Contigs having statistically significant differences (fold change > |4|, p value < 0.05) against the control group, 
or among different concentrations of the peptide, were extracted and annotated using the Gene Ontology cri-
teria (biological processes, molecular function and cellular components) using the Blast2GO software (version 
4.0.1, BioBam Bioinformatics S.L., Spain). Direct GO terms counting and GO terms distributions evaluation were 
conducted using the same software. Three specific gene sets were evaluated: chemosensory receptors, olfactory 
transduction and synapse. A group of genes of these processes belonging to sea lice species (L. salmonis and C. 
rogercresseyi) were used as a reference, which were obtained from previous studies21,24. The gene expression pat-
terns of these genes were measured in all of the experimental groups and statistical analyses were conducted using 
the same tests and procedures as for the behavioural data.
Transcriptomic data is public in Sequence Read Archive (SRA) of NCBI Genbank database. Accession num-
ber: SRP135658.
Results
Identifying candidate peptide to test. There was a significant effect of the addition of three peptides 
on the percent of the population responding to the ON:OFF signal. Activity was reduced by 17.19% by Cath-1 
(p < 0.01), 11.84% by Hep (p < 0.05), and was increased by 7.83% by Cath-2 (p < 0.05) (Fig. 1A). There was 
a significant increase in the swimming speed in the presence of Cath-2 (18.63 mm/s faster than control ani-
mals, p < 0.05), and a significant speed reduction in the presence of Hep (9.51 mm/s slower than control animals, 
p < 0.05) (Fig. 1B). There was a significant latency effect caused by Hep (1.46 s more time to initiate the response 
than control animals, p < 0.01), and also a significantly reduced latency associated with exposure to Cath-2 
(Fig. 1C). No significant effect was observed in any of the three variables in the presence of WFX or 6m-5h-2-one 
compounds. On this basis, Cath-2 was selected for further analysis.
Neurophysiological response of salmon lice to cathelicidin-2. We recorded chemosensory responses 
from 7 chemosensory neurons in adult female L. salmonis. While the ideal life cycle stage to use in this experi-
ment would have been the infective copepodid stage, it was not possible to obtain recordings from them because 
of their small size. A typical recording contained activity from 1 to 2 identifiable neurons. Not all neurons showed 
a response to the chemical stimuli. In the 5 animals that responded to the chemical cues the instantaneous spike 
frequencies to full strength Cath-2 ranged from approximately 10 to 38 spikes s−1, with background activity rang-
ing from 0 to 10 spikes s−1. We found no neural activity in response to the companion peptide (Cath-1) suggesting 
that results are not a general response to the peptide but rather specific to Cath-2.
There was a clear electrophysiological response of animals to Cath-2 with higher firing frequency in the neural 
activity with increased concentration of the peptide (Fig. 2). Stimulation by 700 ppb of the peptide caused the 
strongest bursts in neuron activity, eliciting a greater response frequency in the chemosensory action potentials 
than other groups (Fig. 2A). In addition, stimulation with 700 ppm Cath-2 was often accompanied by burst of 
strong motor activity, in conjunction with visible movement of the antennule or the legs. The neurophysiological 
response was repeatable within a single louse, showing little evidence of adaptation carried over to subsequent 
trials. This observation suggested that the 60 s flushing of the chamber was sufficient to remove stimuli from the 
previous trial. In general, the neural activity for all the lice tested showed a rapid increase in firing frequency in 
response to an ‘OFF–ON’ chemical signal and on average generated a 10 fold increase in firing frequencies to the 
highest dose of the peptide. Individual neurons showed a pronounced dose response to increasing concentrations 
of Cath-2 (Fig. 2B), and typically displayed a log-linear increase in firing rate over the dose range. However, we 
found no indication that the neural activity saturates at a concentration of Cath-2 above 700 ppb. The pooled data 
showed a robust log-linear dose-response function over the 3 orders of magnitude increase in concentration of 
Cath-2. There is no evidence that the animals responded to Cath-1 at concentrations up to 700 ppb. A concentra-
tion of 0.7 ppb of Cath-2 showed a similar response as filtered seawater and Cath-1 suggesting it is at the lower 
limit of detection for the animal.
Swimming behavior of salmon lice copepodids after exposure to cathelicidin-2. The behaviour 
of the salmon lice was stimulated by the change in light from high intensity (1000 W) to the OFF position after 
exposure to different concentrations of the Cath-2 peptide. Under this large difference in light intensity, there was 
a small and non-significant effect of Cath-2 concentration. These results suggest that the behavioural response 
of the animals may be saturated by the light stimulus, such that exposure to the peptide had little additional 
effect. However, after reducing the intensity of light signal by 2 orders of magnitude (ND2 filter), the swimming 
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behavior of copepodids increased significantly with Cath-2 concentration (Fig. 3). At the lower light stimulus 
levels, the number of animals swimming towards the ON:OFF signal changed between control and the higher 
concentration of the peptide by 25–30%. Significant differences were found for both 70 ppb and 700 ppb of the 
compound (Fig. 3A). Swimming velocity increased from 32 mm/s (control group) to 60 mm/s (700 ppb Cath-2) 
(Fig. 3B). Significant changes in velocities were found for 70 ppb (p-value < 0.05) and 700 ppb (p-value < 0.01) 
compared to controls. In contrast, the latency time to respond to the ND2-light stimulus did not show significant 
changes with different Cath-2 concentrations, except for animals exposed at 700 ppb of the peptide (Fig. 3C).
Stochasticity of salmon lice swimming behavior after exposure to cathelicidin-2. There was a 
significant Cath-2 concentration-dependent reduction of animals exhibiting stochastic movement patterns: 71% 
of animals had stochastic movement in the control, 45% in those exposed to 7 ppb of Cath-2, 36% for 70 ppb and 
50% for 700 ppb (Fig. 4A,B). Considering only vertical swimming, 50% of animals exhibited stochastic paths in 
the control, 36% in animals exposed to Cath-2 at 7 ppb, 9% at 70 ppb, and 8% at 700 ppb (Fig. 4C,D).
Figure 1. Swimming behavior analyses of Lepeophtheirus salmonis copepodids to full light stimulus after 
incubation with five different compounds. (A) Percentage of copepodids that respond to the stimuli; (B) mean 
velocity of copepodids that responded to the light stimulus in each group; (C) median of the time that the 
copepodids spent before responded to the light stimulus. Statistical differences relative to the control group 
are identified as *p-value < 0.05; **p-value < 0.01. Control: group with no chemical in the seawater, Cath-1: 
cathelicidin-1 peptide, Cath-2: cathelicidin-2, Hep: hepcidin, WFX: whole-fish extract, 6m-5h-2one: 6-methyl-
5-hepten-2-one (N = 150 copepodids per group).
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Transcriptome expression of salmon lice in response to exposure to cathelicidin-2. Hierarchical 
clustering of differentially expressed transcripts exhibited a unique cluster for the control group and another 
grouping the expression of animals exposed to the peptide at the three concentrations, indicating transcriptome 
expression patterns that depend on the presence of Cath-2 (Fig. 5A). Statistical comparison revealed that more 
of these differentially expressed transcripts were related to the exposure to Cath-2 at 700 ppb (409 transcripts 
with FC > |4|). Exposure to 70 and ppb 7 ppb of Cath-2 produced significant transcription expression in 252 
transcripts and 289 transcripts, respectively. Common genes that were significantly expressed in the three condi-
tions corresponded to 34 transcripts, while most of the exclusively expressed transcripts were associated with the 
700 ppb exposure, corresponding to 302 transcripts (Fig. 5B). Furthermore, there was a positive relation between 
the number of up-regulated transcripts and concentration of the peptide. Down-regulated transcripts were also 
positively related to Cath-2 concentration (Fig. 5C). In total, 1684 transcripts were differentially expressed in the 
statistical comparisons of gene expression among control and experimental groups.
Annotation (Gene Ontology criteria) of these transcripts revealed that the most important biological pro-
cesses varying across experimental groups were translation (24% of transcripts), proteolysis (12.86%) and trans-
membrane transport (10%). A complete annotation list is presented in Supplementary Materials File 2. Regarding 
molecular functions, the most enriched term was structural constituents of cuticle (25.69%) and ribosome 
(14.68%), and ATP binding (14.68%). In term of the cellular components, most of the differentially expressed 
contigs were had positive hits with integral components of membrane (37.18%), the ribosomes (19.23%) and 
10.26% in the nucleus (Fig. 5D). Selected transcripts related to chemosensory receptors, olfactory transduction 
and synapses, also were differentially expressed due to the presence of Cath-2 peptide (Fig. 5E). The chemosen-
sory receptor group included a subset of G-protein coupled receptors (GPCR) that are related to the response 
to chemical stimuli: non-IGluR ionotropic receptors, variants of metabotropic receptors, NMDA receptors, and 
chemosensory proteins. This class of membrane receptors were highly up-regulated as Cath-2 peptide concentra-
tion increased in the treatments. In contrast, other genes related to olfactory transduction had a different pattern. 
This subset included all of the genes related to the olfactory transduction pathway but without including the 
membrane receptors. In this case, the sum of the CPM values did not reveal clear differences. Other genes whose 
expression was influenced by the Cath-2 treatment, related to the transduction of synaptic signals, including the 
classic glutamatergic synapse and GABAergic synapse pathway; long-term potentiation and depression; and other 
synapse transduction pathways, showed a similar trend to the chemosensory receptors.
Discussion
Lepeophtheirus salmonis detect Cath-2 peptide, present at the Atlantic salmon skin and mucous, when it is diluted 
in seawater. The threshold for the detection of this peptide appears to be between 7 and 70 ppb (Fig. 2). This is a 
first step towards establishing an ecologically meaningful response threshold for chemical detection of this pep-
tide by free swimming parasites of this species. Further characterization of the threshold sensitivity and response 
range, and directionality (i.e. repellent or attractant) to Cath-2 will clarify and quantify the role that these cues 
play in L. salmonis host-seeking behaviour37,38.
In an environment in which there are abundant and diverse chemicals that could act as kairomones or activa-
tion cues, signal filtering is critical for optimal detection and chemical communication39. The molecular weights 
of the peptides used in this study were 6.11 kDa for hepcidin, 6.59 for Cath-1 and 5.22 for Cath-2. These weights 
are in the range of water-soluble compounds detected by L. salmonis (1 to 10 kDa)18. In addition, the approximate 
concentration of amino acids, among other organic compounds, in the tissues of salmonids ranges from 10−5 to 
10−2 M40. These concentrations are consistent with those detected by L. salmonis based on previous physiological 
Figure 2. Neurophysiological test of Lepeophtheirus salmonis chemoreceptor activity after exposure to different 
concentrations of cathelicidin-2 peptide (N = 15 adult females). (A) Normalized response of neuronal activity 
(frequency of membrane potential recording) after exposure to the peptide; (B) recording of chemoreceptor 
activity after exposure to cathelicidin-2 at different concentrations. Statistically significant differences relative to 
the control group were identified at 70 and 700 ppb of cathelicidin-2.
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studies (10−6 to 10−8 M)18,20. Combined, these observations support the conclusion that Cath-2 is detected by 
salmon lice and that it is an activation cue.
Behavioural observation also suggest that Cath-2 will increase the encounter rate of L. salmonis with 
its host. Swimming copepodids were stimulated when exposed to the Cath-2 peptide and showed a clear 
concentration-dependent response (Fig. 3). This is consistent with the neurophysiological results and with earlier 
studies that reported an increase in swimming speed after chemosensory activation using salmon conditioned sea 
water20. Thus, these results support the role of the Cath-2 peptide as an activator of the chemosensory response 
in L. salmonis.
To further assess the effect of Cath-2 on the putative host-seeking behaviour of L. salmonis, we evaluated 
the stochasticity level of their swim paths. Copepodids exposed to Cath-2 had lower swim path stochasticity 
than control groups, suggesting that Cath-2 triggers a swimming response directed towards the light stimuli. 
When the analysis was restricted to the vertical (z) axis of movement (as has been done for Daphnia pulex)41, this 
response was even clearer: most of the stochasticity along the displacement on the z-axis was eliminated when 
Figure 3. Swimming behavior analysis of Lepeophtheirus salmonis copepodids to reduced light stimulus 
(ND2 filter) after incubation with cathelicidin-2 at three concentrations (N = 150 copepodids per group). (A) 
Percentage of copepodids that respond to the stimulus; (B) mean velocity of copepodids that responded to 
light in each treatment group; (C) median of the time that the copepodids spent before responding to the light 
stimulus. Statistical differences relative to the control group are identified as *p-value < 0.05; **p-value < 0.01. 
Control: no chemical in the seawater.
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the L. salmonis copepodids were exposed to Cath-2, especially at higher concentrations. Thus, both electrophysi-
ological and behavioural observations strongly support the interpretation that Cath-2 is an important and potent 
host-related signal for L. salmonis. To evaluate whether Cath-2 activated the L. salmonis chemosensory system at 
molecular level, transcriptomic expression analyses were conducted.
Exposing L. salmonis copepodids to Atlantic salmon Cath-2 triggered a broad differential transcriptomic 
response that was concentration-dependent. This implies that more biological processes were differentially 
expressed at the highest Cath-2 concentration. This is consistent with the assumption that Cath-2 is a host signal 
for L. salmonis – a high concentration would indicate host proximity and the parasite would respond by activating 
numerous gene pathways. These results are analogous to those reported in other species, especially insects, that 
exhibit a broad transcriptomic response when exposed to specific chemical cues42–44. In aquatic environments, 
most of the studies on gene expression in response to chemical cues have been conducted on Daphnia spp., with 
results analogous to ours: an up-regulation of various genes45,46. Most of the differentially expressed transcripts 
with GO annotation for molecular function in our study belonged to genes related to the formation of the cuticle 
structure. This is consistent with a previous study in which copepodids of the sea lice species Caligus roger-
cresseyi were exposed to Cath-2, and cuticle-related genes were up-regulated23. These genes are related to moult-
ing events47, suggesting that the animals are activating these genes to accelerate their development in response to 
the detection of a chemical cue indicating that a host is nearby.
According to Gene Ontology criteria of cellular components, most of the differentially expressed genes 
code for proteins located in the integral component of cellular membranes. This is consistent with gene expres-
sion results because chemosensory receptors, such as ionotropic receptors, are located in this membrane27. 
Congruently, a concentration-dependent gene expression level was observed in these chemosensory-related 
genes, consistent with a previous study in the sea lice species C. rogercresseyi exposed to the same peptide23. We 
also found an up-regulation of Ionotropic receptor 25a gene in a Cath-2 concentration-dependent trend. This 
Figure 4. Analyses of trajectories of Lepeophtheirus salmonis copepodids during the response to the light 
stimulus after incubation with three concentrations of cathelicidin-2 (N = 150 copepodids per group). (A) 
3D-paths of animals responding to the light stimulus and with random walk (stochasticity) in any of the 
component of the movement trajectory. Grey lines corresponded to paths with no random walk in any 
component, red lines paths of animals with random walk in one of the three components (x,y or z-axis), 
green lines animals with random walk in two axes and yellow lines in the three components of the movement 
simultaneously. (B) The distribution of copepodids moving with random walk in 0 (grey), 1 (red), 2 (gray) 
or 3 (yellow) components. (C) 3D-paths of copepodids to the light stimulus and with random walk in the 
z-axis (vertical movement): grey lines indicate no random walk in the z-axis, and blue indicates that the z-axis 
component has random walk during the light stimulus. (D) Proportion of animals with presence (blue) or 
absence (grey) of random walk in the z-axis.
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gene is one of the most studied olfactory receptor in sea lice species and other invertebrates48. On the other hand, 
synapse-related genes, up-regulated in our experiment also in a Cath-2 concentration-dependent trend, are also 
relevant as indicators of neurotransmission system in sea lice species49. These molecular findings are consistent 
with the electrophysiological and swimming behavior analyses described above, strengthening the hypothesis 
that Cath-2 peptide is acting as an activation cue during the host-recognition process of salmon lice.
The strength of the conclusions drawn in this study is based upon the inter-consistency of the observations 
made at multiple biological levels: physiological, behavioural and molecular. L. salmonis can detect Cath-2 pep-
tide in sea water through activation of its chemoreceptors, and also respond faster to a stimulus that promotes 
infestation (faster and more directed swimming), and in parallel, a transcriptomic response related to chemosen-
sory activation and transduction is triggered. These three lines of evidence strongly support the conclusion that 
the antimicrobial peptide Cath-2, which is produced by salmon, is a molecular fingerprint that activates salmon 
lice during the host-recognition process.
Figure 5. Transcriptomic analyses of Lepeophtheirus salmonis copepodids exposed to different concentrations 
of cathelicidin-2 (N = 150 copepodids per group; three pools for sequencing replicates). (A) Heatmap showing 
hierarchical clustering of gene expression (count per million, CPM values) linked by averages of Manhattan 
distances according to concentration of the peptide. (B,C) Number of significantly expressed transcripts (fold 
change > |4|; p-value < 0.05) in copepodids at each of the concentrations of the peptide against the control 
group. (D) Top-ten most enriched gene ontology (GO) terms according to biological processes, molecular 
functions and cellular components of significantly expressed transcripts of any concentration of cathelicidin-2 
relative to the control group. (E) Normalized expression values (CPM) of selected transcripts.
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
1 0SCIeNtIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:13738  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-31885-6
References
 1. Costello, M. J. Ecology of sea lice parasitic on farmed and wild fish. Trends Parasitol. 22, 475–483 (2006).
 2. Pike, A. & Wadsworth, S. In Advances in parasitology Vol. 44 233–337 (Elsevier, 1999).
 3. Torrissen, O. et al. Salmon lice–impact on wild salmonids and salmon aquaculture. Journal of fish diseases 36, 171–194 (2013).
 4. Igboeli, O. O., Burka, J. F. & Fast, M. D. Sea lice population and sex differences in P‐glycoprotein expression and emamectin benzoate 
resistance on salmon farms in the Bay of Fundy, New Brunswick, Canada. Pest management science 70, 905–914 (2014).
 5. Liu, Y. & vanhauwaer Bjelland, H. Estimating costs of sea lice control strategy in Norway. Preventive veterinary medicine 117, 
469–477 (2014).
 6. Costello, M. J. The global economic cost of sea lice to the salmonid farming industry. Journal of fish diseases 32, 115–118 (2009).
 7. Krkošek, M., Lewis, M. A., Morton, A., Frazer, L. N. & Volpe, J. P. Epizootics of wild fish induced by farm fish. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences 103, 15506–15510 (2006).
 8. Krkošek, M., Lewis, M. A. & Volpe, J. P. Transmission dynamics of parasitic sea lice from farm to wild salmon. Proceedings of the 
Royal Society of London B: Biological Sciences 272, 689–696 (2005).
 9. Krkošek, M. et al. Impact of parasites on salmon recruitment in the Northeast Atlantic Ocean. Proc. R. Soc. B 280, 20122359 (2013).
 10. Thorstad, E. B. et al. Effects of salmon lice Lepeophtheirus salmonis onwild sea trout Salmo trutta—a literature review. (2015).
 11. Vollset, K. W. et al. Disentangling the role of sea lice on the marine survival of Atlantic salmon. ICES J. Mar. Sci. 75, 50–60 (2017).
 12. Vinson, S. B. In Evolutionary Strategies of Parasitic Insects and Mites (ed. Peter W. Price) 14–48 (Springer US, 1975).
 13. Lindsey, J. & Lasker, R. Chemical signals in the sea: marine allelochemicals and evolution. Fish. Bull. 72, 1 (1974).
 14. Fields, D., Skiftesvik, A. & Browman, H. Behavioural responses of infective‐stage copepodids of the salmon louse (Lepeophtheirus 
salmonis, Copepoda: Caligidae) to host‐related sensory cues. Journal of Fish Diseases 41, 875–884 (2018).
 15. Mordue Luntz, A. J. & Birkett, M. A. A review of host finding behaviour in the parasitic sea louse, Lepeophtheirus salmonis 
(Caligidae: Copepoda). Journal of Fish Diseases 32, 3–13, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2761.2008.01004.x (2009).
 16. Genna, R. L., Mordue, W., Pike, A. W. & Mordue, A. J. Light intensity, salinity, and host velocity influence presettlement intensity and 
distribution on hosts by copepodids of sea lice. Lepeophtheirus salmonis. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 62, 
2675–2682, https://doi.org/10.1139/f05-163 (2005).
 17. Ingvarsdóttir, A. et al. Semiochemical strategies for sea louse control: host location cues. Pest management science 58, 537–545, 
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.510 (2002).
 18. Fields, D. M., Weissburg, M. J. & Browman, H. I. Chemoreception in the salmon louse Lepeophtheirus salmonis: An 
electrophysiological approach. Dis. Aquat. Org. 78, 161–168, https://doi.org/10.3354/dao01870 (2007).
 19. Hull, M. Q., Pike, A. W., Mordue, A. J. & Rae, G. H. Patterns of pair formation and mating in an ectoparasitic caligid copepod 
Lepeophtheirus salmonis (Krøyer 1837): implications for its sensory and mating biology. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal 
Society of London. Series B: Biological Sciences 353, 753–764, https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1998.0241 (1998).
 20. Bailey, R. J. E. et al. The role of semiochemicals in host location and non-host avoidance by salmon louse (Lepeophtheirus salmonis) 
copepodids. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 63, 448–456, https://doi.org/10.1139/f05-231 (2006).
 21. Núñez-Acuña, G., Valenzuela-Muñoz, V., Marambio, J. P., Wadsworth, S. & Gallardo-Escárate, C. Insights into the olfactory system 
of the ectoparasite Caligus rogercresseyi: molecular characterization and gene transcription analysis of novel ionotropic receptors. 
Exp. Parasitol. 145, 99–109, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exppara.2014.08.003 (2014).
 22. Núñez-Acuña, G. et al. In-feed additives modulate ionotropic receptor genes from the sea louse Caligus rogercresseyi: A comparative 
analysis in two host salmonid species. Aquaculture 451, 99–105, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2015.09.001 (2016).
 23. Núñez-Acuña, G., Marambio, J. P., Valenzuela, T., Wadsworth, S. & Gallardo-Escárate, C. Antimicrobial peptides from Salmon salar 
skin induce frontal filament development and olfactory/cuticle-related genes in the sea louse Caligus rogercresseyi. Aquaculture 464, 
171–177 (2016).
 24. Komisarczuk, A. Z., Grotmol, S. & Nilsen, F. Ionotropic receptors signal host recognition in the salmon louse (Lepeophtheirus 
salmonis, Copepoda). PloS ONE 12, e0178812 (2017).
 25. Stepanyan, R. et al. Gene expression and specificity in the mature zone of the lobster olfactory organ. Physiol. Genomics 25, 224–233, 
https://doi.org/10.1152/physiolgenomics.00276.2005. (2006).
 26. Corey, E., Bobkov, Y., Ukhanov, K. & Ache, B. W. Ionotropic crustacean olfactory receptors. PLoS ONE 8, e60551, https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060551 (2013).
 27. Touhara, K. & Vosshall, L. B. Sensing odorants and pheromones with chemosensory receptors. Annu. Rev. Physiol. 71, 307–332, 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physiol.010908.163209 (2009).
 28. Devine, G. J. et al. Salmon lice, Lepeophtheirus salmonis, exhibit specific chemotactic responses to semiochemicals originating from 
the salmonid, Salmo salar. Journal of Chemical Ecology 26, 1833–1847 (2000).
 29. Pino-Marambio, J. et al. Behavioural studies of host, non-host and mate location by the Sea Louse, Caligus rogercresseyi Boxshall & 
Bravo, 2000 (Copepoda: Caligidae). Aquaculture 271, 70–76, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2007.05.025 (2007).
 30. Tasumi, S. et al. Screening of candidate genes encoding proteins expressed in pectoral fins of fugu Takifugu rubripes, in relation to 
habitat site of parasitic copepod Caligus fugu, using suppression subtractive hybridization. Fish & Shellfish Immunology 44, 356–364, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2015.02.031 (2015).
 31. Browman, H. I., St-Pierre, J. -F., Skiftesvik, A. B. & Racca, R. G. In The Big Fish Bang. Proceedings of the 26th Annual Larval Fish 
Conference (ed. Howard I. Browman & Anne Berit Skiftesvik) 71–95 (Institute of Marine Research, Norway, 2003).
 32. Fields, D. M., Shaeffer, D. S. & Weissburg, M. J. Mechanical and neural responses from the mechanosensory hairs on the antennule 
of Gaussia princeps. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 227, 173–186 (2002).
 33. Lo, A. W. & MacKinlay, A. C. Stock market prices do not follow random walks: Evidence from a simple specification test. The review 
of financial studies 1, 41–66 (1988).
 34. Charles, A. & Darné, O. Variance‐ratio tests of random walk: an overview. Journal of Economic Surveys 23, 503–527 (2009).
 35. Gallardo-Escárate, C., Valenzuela-Muñoz, V. & Núñez-Acuña, G. RNA-Seq Analysis Using De Novo Transcriptome Assembly as a 
Reference for the Salmon Louse Caligus rogercresseyi. PLoS ONE 9, e92239, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0092239.t001 https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0092239.g001 (2014).
 36. Martin, M. Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-throughput sequencing reads. EMBnet. journal 17, 10–12 (2011).
 37. Atema, J. Chemical signals in the marine environment: dispersal, detection, and temporal signal analysis. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 92, 62–66 (1995).
 38. Weissburg, M. Chemo- and mechanosensory orientation by crustaceans in laminar and turbulent flows: from odor trails to vortex 
streets. Orientation and communication in arthropods, 215–246 (1997).
 39. Derby, C. D. & Atema, J. In Sensory biology of aquatic animals 365–385 (Springer, 1988).
 40. Carr, W. E. & Derby, C. D. Behavioral chemoattractants for the shrimp, Palaemonetes pugio: identification of active components in 
food extracts and evidence of synergistic mixture interactions. Chem. Senses 11, 49–64 (1986).
 41. Dodson, S. I., Hanazato, T. & Gorski, P. R. Behavioral responses of Daphnia pulex exposed to carbaryl and Chaoborus kairomone. 
Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 14, 43–50 (1995).
 42. Gardiner, A., Barker, D., Butlin, R. K., Jordan, W. C. & Ritchie, M. G. Drosophila chemoreceptor gene evolution: selection, 
specialization and genome size. Mol. Ecol. 17, 1648–1657 (2008).
 43. Hoang, K., Matzkin, L. M. & Bono, J. M. Transcriptional variation associated with cactus host plant adaptation in Drosophila mettleri 
populations. Mol. Ecol. 24, 5186–5199 (2015).
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
1 1SCIeNtIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:13738  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-31885-6
 44. Eyres, I. et al. Targeted re‐sequencing confirms the importance of chemosensory genes in aphid host race differentiation. Mol. Ecol. 
26, 43–58 (2017).
 45. Schwarzenberger, A., Courts, C. & von Elert, E. Target gene approaches: Gene expression in Daphnia magna exposed to predator-
borne kairomones or to microcystin-producing and microcystin-free Microcystis aeruginosa. BMC Genomics 10, 527 (2009).
 46. Miyakawa, H. et al. Gene up-regulation in response to predator kairomones in the water flea, Daphnia pulex. BMC Dev. Biol. 10, 45 
(2010).
 47. Chávez-Mardones, J., Valenzuela-Muños, V. & Gallardo-Escárate, C. In silico transcriptome analysis of cuticle-related genes 
associated with delousing drug responses in the sea louse Caligus rogercresseyi. Aquaculture 450, 123–135, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
aquaculture.2015.07.017 (2016).
 48. Rytz, R., Croset, V. & Benton, R. Ionotropic receptors (IRs): chemosensory ionotropic glutamate receptors in Drosophila and 
beyond. Insect Biochem. Mol. Biol. 43, 888–897, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2013.02.007 (2013).
 49. Núñez-Acuña, G., Boltaña, S. & Gallardo-Escárate, C. Pesticides Drive Stochastic Changes in the Chemoreception and 
Neurotransmission System of Marine Ectoparasites. International Journal of Molecular Sciences 17, 700 (2016).
Acknowledgements
This study was funded by FONDAP-Conicyt Chile 15110027 to CGE, CONICYT-PCHA/Doctorado 
Nacional/2015–21151044 awarded by Conicyt-Chile to GNA, and by the Norwegian Institute of Marine 
Research project “Fine-scale interactions in the plankton” (Project # 81529) to HIB. The experiments reported 
were conducted during an internship to GNA funded by Conicyt-Chile (Grant 2015-21151044). The authors are 
thankful for the assistance of Reidun Bjelland and Caroline Durif (IMR, Austevoll, Norway), Gabriel Arriagada 
and Valentina Valenzuela (INCAR, Concepción, Chile).
Author Contributions
G.N.A. and C.G.E. conceived the idea. G.N.A., H.B., D.F., A.B.S. and S.S. designed the experiments. D.F. 
performed the neurophysiological experiments and data analyses. G.N.A. and S.S. performed the swimming 
behavior analyses and data analyses. G.N.A. performed the high-throughput sequencing and bioinformatics 
analyses. I.O. conducted the variance ratio test to evaluate stochasticity level of the movement and statistical 
analyses. G.N.A., C.G.E. and H.B. wrote the article. All authors have commented and contributed to the 
manuscript. The authors declare no conflicts of interest.
Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-31885-6.
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018
